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this very possibility. And as such nothing need be told,
again on the question of possibility/9

Reply : Even though the pramanas have the capacity
to establish it still we do have experiences where we reject
as impossible that which is directly and immediately appre-
hended.  We have the direct experience of the sukti
and this has ,no conceivable-cause. We have also the
direct experience of the things produced by the magician.
Yet we reject these as impossible because of the pramanas
which aid us in drawing our conclusion.

Objection : Sometimes the pramanas make us acc&
ept the impossible as real as in the movements of the bird-
in the sky ; at times they make us reject even an immedia-
tely apprehended object as impossible to be there. Now
when you say that there is the appearance of the not-self
in the seify which of the above two alternatives does it fail ?
Since it is something impossible, you can't &ay that adhyasa
is quite possible.

Now the self is not an objecty but the subject. The
ground and the coHsqcuent must be there io give rise to a
simple knowledge. In the absence of a ground, you cannot
have adhyasa. As such we should note that the self is Jiof
an object. The entire 'Karya karana sanghata" (causal
series) which is distinct from the percipent is to be explained
as having the nature of adhyasa ; and this requires 'kacadi-
dosas' in the percipent. Put the self is free from such defe-
'cts and is non-relati9nal (asanga). Further there must be a
similarity between the avayava (parts) of the ground and
those of the consequent. But the self is free from all attri-*-